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U.S. Customs Service 


Treasury Decisions 


(T.D. 98-35) 
19 CFR Parts 101 and 122 


CUSTOMS SERVICE FIELD ORGANIZATION; 
ESTABLISHMENT OF SANFORD PORT OF ENTRY 


AGENCY: Customs Service; Treasury. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This document confirms that May 1, 1998, is the effective 
date for the establishment of a Customs port of entry at Orlando-San- 
ford Airport in Sanford, Florida. Orlando-Sanford Airport’s designa- 
tion as a user fee airport will terminate on the same date. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: May 1, 1998 is the effective date for amendment of 
§§ 101.3(b)(1) and 122.15(b), Customs Regulations, published in the 
Federal Register (62 FR 37131) on July 11, 1997. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Harry Denning, Office 
of Field Operations (202) 927-0196. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


BACKGROUND 

On July 11, 1997, Customs published a document in the Federal Reg- 
ister (62 FR 37131) T.D. 97-64 which amended § 101.3(b), Customs 
Regulations (19 CFR 101.3(b)), to establish a new port of entry at Or- 
lando-Sanford Airport in Sanford, Florida, and amended § 122.15(b), 
Customs Regulations (19 CFR 122.15(b)) to remove the Sanford Re- 
gional Airport from the list of user fee airports. Customs set forth in 
that document the justification for redesignating the airport facility 
from its user fee status to that of a port of entry and designated Novem- 
ber 10, 1997, as the effective date. 

For reasons set forth in a document (T.D. 97-88) published in the Fed- 
eral Register (62 FR 60164) on November 7, 1997, Customs delayed the 
effective date for establishment of the new port of entry and the ter- 
mination of the airport’s user fee status until May 1, 1998, and solicited 
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comments regarding the delayed effective date. In that document, Cus- 
toms stated that if comments submitted demonstrated sufficient 
grounds for not delaying the effective date until May 1, 1998, Customs 
would issue another document. The comment period expired on Decem- 
ber 8, 1997 


DISCUSSION OF COMMENTS 


Six comments were received in response to the document delaying 
the effective date until May 1, 1998, four opposing the delay and two in 
favor of extending the delay until July 1, 1998. 

The four comments opposing the delay emanate from the State of 
Maine and were submitted by members of the Maine congressional del- 
egation and by attorneys on behalf of Bangor International Airport. 
These comments essentially contend that Bangor International Air- 
port is being harmed by the delay because flights would clear at Bangor 
but for the market distortion caused by Sanford being permitted to op- 
erate longer as a user fee airport not subject to the passenger fee that is 
assessed at ports of entry. 

The two comments urging further delay beyond May 1, 1998, in the 
establishment of a port of entry at Orlando-Sanford Airport come from 
that airport and from attorneys on its behalf. The comments argue that 
the delay does not impose an unwarranted competitive burden on port 
of entry airports such as Bangor International Airport. 


They further contend that until the construction of the cargo build- 
ing and security system at Orlando-Sanford Airport, which has been 
delayed, the airport does not fully meet the criteria for a Customs port of 
entry. 


DETERMINATION 


Customs decision to suspend the November 10, 1997, effective date 
for conversion of Orlando-Sanford Airport to a port of entry was based 
in large part on claims that imposition of port of entry status on the date 
set by Customs would subject the Airport Operator to a significant addi- 
tional cost that it could not, under agreements effective through May 1, 
1998 with carriers landing at Orlando-Sanford Airport, pass on to car- 
riers. 

After reviewing all the comments, which basically represent two dis- 
tinct competitive interests, Customs believes that delaying the designa- 
tion of Orlando-Sanford Airport as a port of entry was appropriate 
under the circumstances. However, Customs believes Orlando-Sanford 
Airport was provided with sufficient opportunity to resolve the con- 
cerns it proffered to obtain that delayed effective date. Accordingly, Cus- 
toms believes that the designation should not be further delayed. 

Further, Customs believes the comments received did not demon- 
strate sufficient grounds for making the Orlando-Sanford Airport a 
port of entry before the May 1, 1998 announced effective date. 
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Accordingly, Customs is confirming that the effective date for the es- 
tablishment of the Orlando-Sanford port of entry and the date for the 
termination of the airport’s user fee status is May 1, 1998. 


AMENDMENT TO THE REGULATIONS 
For the reasons stated above, the effective date of the final rule docu- 
ment FR Doc. 97-18206, published in the Federal Register on July 11, 
1997, and delayed until May 1, 1998, pursuant to interim rule docu- 


ment FR Doc. 97-29599, published in the Federal Register on Novem- 
ber 7, 1997, is now finalized as May 1, 1998. 


REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ACT AND EXECUTIVE ORDER 12866 
Because this document merely confirms a decision previously made, 
this document is not subject to the notice and public procedure require- 
ments of 5 U.S.C. 553, and is not subject to the provisions of the Regula- 
tory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 603 et seq.). This amendment does not meet 
the criteria for a “significant regulatory action” as specified in Execu- 
tive Order 12866. 
SAMUEL H. BANKS, 
Acting Commissioner of Customs. 


Approved: April 17, 1998. 
JOHN P. SIMPSON, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 


[Published in the Federal Register, April 28, 1998 (63 FR 23214)] 


(T.D. 98-36) 


CUSTOMS ACCREDITATION OF HERGUTH 
LABORATORIES, INC. AS AN ACCREDITED LABORATORY 


AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, Department of the Treasury. 


ACTION: Notice of accreditation of Herguth Laboratories, Inc. as a 
Commercial Accredited Laboratory. 


SUMMARY: Herguth Laboratories, Inc., of Vallejo, California, has ap- 
plied to U.S. Customs for an extension of accreditation to perform pe- 
troleum analysis methods under Part 151.13 of the Customs 
Regulations (19 CFR 151.13) to their Vallejo, California facility. Cus- 
toms has determined that Herguth Laboratories, Inc. meets all of the 
requirements for accreditation as a Commercial Laboratory to perform 
(1) API Gravity, (2) Sediment, (3) Distillation, (4) Reid Vapor Pressure 
(5) Saybolt Universal Viscosity, (6) Sediment by Extraction, (7) Percent 
by Weight of Sulfur and (8) Percent by Weight of Lead. Therefore, in ac- 
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cordance with Part 151.13(f) of the Customs Regulations, Herguth Lab- 
oratories, Inc., is granted accreditation to perform the analysis methods 
listed above. 

LOCATION: Herguth Laboratories, Inc. accredited site is located at: 
101 Corporate Place, Vallejo, Calfornia 94590-6968 

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 24, 1998 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Michael J. Parker, Sci- 
ence Officer, Laboratories and Scientific Services, U.S. Customs Ser- 
vice, 1300 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Room 5.5-B, Washington, D.C. 


20229 at (202) 927-1060. 


Dated: April 27, 1998. 


GEORGE D. HEAVEY, 
Director, 
Laboratories and Scientific Services. 


ished in the Federal Register, May 7, 1998 (63 FR 25268) 





U.S. Customs Service 


General Notices 


HARBOR MAINTENANCE FEE NO LONGER TO BE 
COLLECTED ON CARGO LOADED FOR EXPORT 


AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, Department of the Treasury. 
ACTION: General notice. 


SUMMARY: This document announces that as of April 25, 1998, Cus- 
toms will no longer be collecting the Harbor Maintenance Fee for cargo 
loaded on board a vessel for export at a port subject to the Harbor Main- 
tenance Fee. Further, this document announces that protest procedures 
are inapplicable to refund claims for export-related Harbor Mainte- 
nance Fees. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: April 25, 1998. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Patricia Barbare, Op- 
erations Management Specialist, Budget Division (202) 927-0034 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

BACKGROUND 

The Harbor Maintenance Fee was created by the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 4461 et seq.) (the Act) and is imple- 
mented by § 24.24 of the Customs Regulations (19 CFR 24.24). The fee, 
pursuant to the Act and as implemented by the regulations was to be 
assessed on port use associated with imports, exports, and movements 
of cargo and passengers between identified ports and paid to the U.S. 
Customs Service. 

On March 31, 1998, the Supreme Court in United States, Petitioner v. 
United States Shoe Corporation ___US___,No.97-372 declared that the 
Harbor Maintenance Fee is unconstitutional as applied to exports. Con- 
sequently, as of April 25, 1998, the United States Customs Service will 
no longer be collecting the Harbor Maintenance Fee for port use associ- 
ated with exports. 

The Supreme Court also affirmed the decision of the lower courts that 
protest procedures are inapplicable to refund claims for export-related 
Harbor Maintenance Fees. The public is hereby advised that the Cus- 
toms Service will not decide or respond to any protest alleging that the 
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export-related Harbor Maintenance Fees are prohibited by the Export 
Clause of the United States Constitution. Any person who previously 
received correspondence from Customs concerning any such protests 
should disregard such correspondence and will not receive further com- 
munications regarding such protests. 

Pursuant to a court order issued by the United States Court of Inter- 
national Trade in the case United States Shoe Corp. v. The United States 
(Court No. 94-11-0068), dated April 6, 1998, the government will de- 
sign a claim form for refund claims and the claim form process will ap- 
ply to all claims filed within the 2-year statute of limitations applicable 
to 28 U.S.C. § 1581(1) cases. 


Dated: April 28, 1998. 


SAMUEL H. BANKs, 
Acting Commissioner of Customs. 


[Published in the Federal Register, May 1, 1998 (63 FR 24209)] 





U.S. CUSTOMS SERVICE 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, DC, April 29, 1998. 
The following documents of the United States Customs Service, 
Office of Regulations and Rulings, have been determined to be of suffi- 
cient interest to the public and U.S. Customs Service field offices to 
merit publication in the Customs BULLETIN. 
STUART P. SEIDEL, 
Assistant Commissioner, 
Office of Regulations and Rulings. 


PROPOSED REVOCATION OF RULING LETTER RELATING TO 
TARIFF CLASSIFICATION OF A TEXTILE BAG 


AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, Department of the Treasury. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed revocation of tariff classification ruling 
letter. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 625(c)(1), Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 
1625(c)(1)), as amended by section 623 of Title VI (Customs Moderniza- 
tion) of the North American Free Trade Agreement Implementation 
Act (Pub. L. 103-182, 107 Stat. 2057), this notice advises interested par- 
ties that Customs intends to revoke a ruling letter pertaining to the tar- 
iff classification of a textile bag. The merchandise consists of a storage 
bag designed to contain the optional hardtop of a BMW Z3 roadster. The 
bag is composed of 100 percent nylon with polyvinyl chloride (PVC) 
trim. Comments are invited with respect to the correctness of the pro- 
posed revocation. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or before June 12, 1998. 


ADDRESS: Written comments (preferably in triplicate) are to be ad- 
dressed to, and may be inspected at, the U.S. Customs Service, Office of 
Regulations and Rulings, Attention: Commercial Rulings Division, 
1300 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Washington D.C. 20229. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Greg Deutsch, Textile 
Branch (202) 927-2302. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


BACKGROUND 
Pursuant to section 625(c)(1), Tariff Act of 1930 (19 US.C. 
1625(c)(1)), as amended by section 623 of Title VI (Customs Moderniza- 
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tion) of the North American Free Trade Agreement Implementation 
Act (Pub. L. 103-182, 107 Stat. 2057), this notice advises interested par- 
ties that Customs intends to revoke a ruling pertaining to the tariff clas- 
sification of a textile bag. Customs invites comments as to the 
correctness of the proposed revocation. 

In New York Ruling Letter (NY) C80418, dated October 20, 1997 (set 
forth as “Attachment A” to this document), the merchandise at issue 
was classified in subheading 4202.92.9025, Harmonized Tariff Sched- 
ule of the United States Annotated (HTSUSA), textile category 670, the 
provision for “Trunks * * * traveling bags * * *: Other: With outer sur- 
face of sheeting of plastic or of textile materials: Other: Other, With out- 
er surface of textile materials: Other: Of man-made fibers.” 

It is now Customs position that the article described above is princi- 
pally designed and intended for the seasonal storage and protection of 
the optional hardtop for a BMW Z3 roadster convertible, and is proper- 
ly classified in subheading 6307.90.9989, HTSUSA, the provision for 
“Other made up [textile] articles, including dress patterns: Other: Oth- 
er: Other, Other: Other.” 

Customs intends to revoke NY C80418, in order to classify the mer- 
chandise in subheading 6307.90.9989, HTSUSA. Before taking this ac- 
tion, we will give consideration to any written comments timely 
received. Proposed Headquarters Ruling Letter (HQ) 961294, revoking 
NY C80418, is set forth as “Attachment B” to this document. 

Claims for detrimental reliance under section 177.9, Customs Regu- 
lations (19 CFR 177.9), will not be entertained for actions occurring on 
or after the date of publication of this notice. 


Dated: April 23, 1998. 


JOHN E. ELKINS, 
(for John Durant, Director, 
Commercial Rulings Division.) 


[Attachments] 
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[ATTACHMENT A] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
U.S. Customs SERVICE 
New York, NY, October 20, 1997 
CLA-2-42:RR:NC:TA:341 C80418 
Category: Classification 
Tariff No. 4202.92.9025 
Ms. ELISABETH K. LEE 
WORLDLINK INT'L, INC 
6680 Brandt Street—Suite 100 
Romulus, MI 48174 
Re: The tariff classification of a travel bag from China. 
DEAR Ms. LEE 

In your letter dated October 6, 1997, on behalf of American Sunroof Corp/ASC, Inc., you 
requested a classification ruling for a travel bag. 

You have submitted a sample and literature of an item you described as a “Storage Bag 
For BMW Hardtop Assembly”, which is a large travel bag designed to store, protect and/or 
carry a hardtop assembly. The bag is manufactured of 100 percent nylon with Polyvinyl 
Chloride (PVC) trim. The top of the bag has a full-width zippered closure allowing for easy 
loading and unloading. The item features a textile webbed carrying handle and straps de- 
signed to carry the item or hang on a wall. The item also features a dowel and hook for 
mounting the hard top on a wall or ceiling. 

The applicable subheading for the travel bag of 100 percent nylon woven fabric will be 
4202.92.9025, Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States (HTS), which provides in 
part for other bags and containers, with outer surface of textile materials, other, other, of 
man-made fibers. The duty rate will be 19.3 percent ad valorem. 

The travel bag falls within textile category designation 670. Based upon international 
textile trade agreements products of China are subject to quota and the requirement ofa 
visa. 

The designated textile and apparel categories may be subdivided into parts. Ifso, visaand 
quota requirements applicable to the subject merchandise may be affected. Part categories 
are the result of international bilateral agreements which are subject to frequent renegoti- 
ations and changes. To obtain the most current information available, we suggest that you 
check, close to the time of shipment, the Status Report on Current Import Quotas (Re- 
straint Levels), an internal issuance of the U.S. Customs Service, which is available for in- 
spection at your local Customs office. 

This ruling is being issued under the provisions of Part 177 of the Customs Regulations 
(19 C.ER. 177). 

A copy of the ruling or the control number indicated above should be provided with the 
entry documents filed at the time this merchandise is imported. If you have any questions 
regarding the ruling, contact National Import Specialist Kevin Gorman at 212-466-5893 

ROBERT B. SWIERUPSKI, 
Director, 
National Commodity Specialist Division. 
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[ATTACHMENT B] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
U.S. CUSTOMS SERVICE 
Washington, DC 
CLA-2 RR:CR:TE 961294 GGD 
Category: Classification 
Tariff No. 6307.90.9989 


vocation of New York Ruling Letter (NY) C80418; Other Made Up Article of Tex 


age Bag, Not Traveling Bag; Totes, Incorporated v. United States, 18 C.L.T. 
9, 865 F Supp. 867 (1994), aff'd, 69 F3d 495 (Fed. Cir. 1995). 


Ss: Stor 


DEAR Mr. KUFLIK 

In New York Ruling Letter (NY) C80418, issued October 20, 1997, Customs classified a 
large textile bag in subheading 4202.92.9025, Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United 
States Annotated (HTSUSA), textile category 670, which provides for “Trunks * trav- 
eling bags Other: With outer surface of sheeting of plastic or of textile materials: Oth- 
er: Other, With outer surface of textile materials: Other: Of man-made fibers.” We have 


reviewed that ruling and have found it to be in error. Therefore, this ruling revokes NY 
C80418 


Facts 


lhe merchandise at issue is described as a storage bag or covering for the hardtop of a 
BMW Z3 roadster. When laid out in a flat manner, the article measures approximately 
53 inches in height by 58 inches in width at its widest part (and 47 inches in width at its 
narrowest part). The bag is composed of 100 percent nylon textile material with polyvinyl 
chloride (PVC) trim. At the top of the bag, there is a full-width, zippered opening and a tex- 
tile webbed carrying handle. Two nonadjustable textile webbed straps measuring approxi- 
mately 38 inches in length are joined to the bag near the top center and at the lower sides. A 
short, thick loop of webbed textile material also protrudes from each of the two lower sides. 
Thecarrying handle, straps, and loops are primarily designed as options for suspending the 
hardtop from a wall, a ceiling, etc., in a balanced manner which harms neither the load- 
bearing surface nor the hardtop. The bag is not primarily designed to carry the hardtop— 
which is said to weigh approximately 85 pounds—more than very short distances 
Although the BMW Z3 roadster is a convertible, the hardtop is offered as an optional at- 
tachment for use on the vehicle, for instance, in colder climates on aseasonal basis. The bag 
is used essentially to protect the hardtop during storage and is not used while the hardtop is 
attached to the vehicle 


Issue 


Whether the merchandise is classified in heading 4202, HTSUS, as a traveling bag; in 
heading 8708, HTSUS, as a motor vehicle part or accessory; or in heading 6307, HTSUS, as 
an other made up textile article. 


Law and Analysis 


Classification under the HTSUS is made in accordance with the General Rules of Inter- 
pretation (GRI). GRI 1 provides that the classification of goods shall be determined accord- 
ing to the terms of the headings of the tariff schedule and any relative Section or Chapter 
Notes. In the event that the goods cannot be classified solely on the basis of GRI 1, andifthe 
headings and legal notes do not otherwise require, the remaining GRI may then be applied. 
The Explanatory Notes (EN) to the Harmonized 

Commodity Description and Coding System, which represent the official interpretation 
of the tariff at the international level, facilitate classification under the HTSUS by offering 
guidance in understanding the scope of the headings and GRI. 

Heading 4202, HTSUS, provides for: 


“Trunks, suitcases, vanity cases, attache cases, briefcases, school satchels, spectacle 
cases, binocular cases, camera cases, musical instrument cases, gun cases, holsters 





U.S. CUSTOMS SERVICE Ey 


and similar containers; traveling bags, toiletry bags, knapsacks and backpacks, hand- 
bags, shopping bags, wallets, purses, map cases, cigarette cases, tobacco pouches, tool 
bags, sports bags, bottle cases, jewelry boxes, powder cases, cutlery cases and similar 
containers, of leather or of composition leather, of sheeting of plastics, of textile mate- 
rials, of vulcanized fiber or of paperboard, or wholly or mainly covered with such mate- 
rials or with paper.” 

In Totes, Incorporated v. United States, 18 'C.1.T. 919, 865 F. Supp. 867 (1994), aff'd, 69 
F.3d 495 (Fed. Cir. 1995), the Court of International Trade (CIT) examined the classifica- 
tion of automobile trunk organizers (described as bags or cases designed to store trunk ne- 
cessities such as jumper cables, tire inflator, tools, antifreeze, oil, and other fluids, etc., ina 
neatand orderly manner) and the application of ejusdem generis, to determine whether the 
organizers were of the same class or kind of containers as the listed 4202 exemplars. The 
Court found significant disparity in the physical characteristics, purposes, and uses of the 
individual heading 4202 exemplars, but emphasized that the essential characteristics and 
purposes of all of the exemplars were to organize, store, protect and carry various 
items. The capability of the trunk organizers to carry—not to organize, store, and pro- 
tect—was a central issue in the case. After having stipulated to the fact that the organizers 
had hefty web handles for easy carrying, the plaintiff subsequently attempted to minimize 
the organizers’ carrying capacity and function. The Court, however, rejected any require- 
ment that the principal design feature ofan article classified as a “similar container” under 
heading 4202 be portability or transportation of the contents. 

Like the trunk organizers, the subject textile bag is not principally designed for the 
transportation of contents. The CIT in Totes, recognized that portability is usually an inci- 
dental purpose of jewelry boxes and certain tool chests classifiable in heading 4202, but 
noted that those containers nevertheless retained their primary uses to organize, storeand 
protect articles. However, unlike the trunk organizers—which featured internal movable 
dividers by which a variety of items could.be compartmentalized—the subject textile bag 
features little in the way of organizational characteristics. The essential characteristics 
and purpose of the textile bag is to store and protect a motor vehicle’s hardtop, not to orga- 
nize, store, protect and carry various items. We find that the clear presence of only two of 
the four essential characteristics of heading 4202 exemplars provides an insufficient basis 
upon which to classify the textile bag as a “similar container.” 

Among other goods, heading 8708, HTSUS, covers parts and accessories of motor vehi- 
cles. The EN to heading 8708 state that the heading covers parts and accessories of the mo- 
tor vehicles of headings 8701 to 8705, provided that the parts and accessories fulfil both of 
the following conditions: 


(i) They must be identifiable as being suitable for use solely or principally with the 
above-mentioned vehicles; and 
(ii) They must not be excluded by the provisions of the Notes to Section XVII. 


Textile bags for the storage and protection of a motor vehicle hardtop are not excluded by 
the provisions of the Notes to Section XVII. To determine whether the bag is suitable for 
use solely or principally with a motor vehicle so as to be classified as a part or accessory, we 
look to a discussion of the term “part” in United States v. Willoughby Camera Stores, Inc. 
(hereinafter Willoughby), 21 C.C.PA. 322 (1933). The case involved the classification of an 
imported tripod which was not solely used with cameras and had various other purposes. 
The Customs Court stated that a part “is an integral, constituent, or component * * * with- 
out which the article to which it is to be joined, could not function as such article.” In 
United States v. Pompeo (hereinafter Pompeo), 43 C.C.PA. 9 (1955), the issue was whether 
an imported supercharger was properly considered a part of an automobile. The Govern- 
ment had argued that, because an automobile was able to function with or without it, the 
supercharger was not a part. The Court disagreed, focusing on the nature of the super- 
charger, which was “dedicated irrevocably for use upon automobiles,” and held that the ar- 
ticle was properly classified as a part of an automobile. 

The textile bag does not satisfy the requirements of a “part” under the standards of ei- 
ther Willoughby or Pompeo, or fulfil the conditions of the EN to heading 8708 for classifica- 
tion asa part or accessory. The bag is never “joined” tothe BMW Z3 roadster, is not actually 
used upon the automobile itself, and does not affect the vehicle’s function. Since the bag is 
used only after the hardtop has been detached from the vehicle, it cannot be found to be 
suitable for use solely or principally with the vehicle. The textile bagis therefore not classi- 
fied as a part or accessory ofa motor vehicle. (But see NY 873356, issued April 21, 1992, and 
NY 864763, issued July 8, 1991, in which an automobile trunk cover and an article specifi- 
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cally designed and fitted to cover the windows and roof of a Chevrolet Corvette automobile, 
respectively, were classified under heading 8708, HTSUS. Unlike the subject textile bag, 
however, each of those items was intended for attachment directly to, and suitable for use 
solely or principally with, a motor vehicle.) 

Heading 6307, HTSUS, covers other made up textile articles, including dress patterns. 
The EN to heading 6307 indicate that the heading covers made up articles of any textile 
material which are not included more specifically in other headings of Section XT or else- 
where in the Nomenclature. The EN indicate that the heading excludes travel goods (suit- 
cases, rucksacks, etc.), shopping-bags, toilet-cases, etc., and all similar containers of 
heading 4202. The EN also state, in pertinent part, that the heading includes loose covers 
for motor-cars, domestic laundry or shoe bags and similar articles. Loose covers for auto- 
mobiles, as well as laundry and shoe bags, share the essential purposes of storage and/or 
protection. In light of this fact and the foregoing discussion, we find that the textile storage 
bag is classified in subheading 6307.90.9989, HTSUSA. 


Holding 
The textile storage bag for the hardtop of a BMW Z3 roadster convertible is classified in 
subheading 6307.90.9989, HTSUSA, the provision for “Other made up articles, including 


dress patterns: Other: Other: Other, Other: Other.” The general column one duty rate is 
7 percent ad valorem. 


PD B81915, issued February 14, 1997, is hereby revoked. 
JOHN DURANT, 
Director, 
Commercial Rulings Division. 


PROPOSED REVOCATION OF RULING LETTER RELATING TO 


TARIFF CLASSIFICATION OF THE CHEMICAL COMPOUND 
“TRIETHYLAMINE” 


AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, Department of the Treasury. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed revocation of tariff classification ruling 
letter. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 625(c)(1), Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 
1625(c)(1)), as amended by section 623 of Title VI (Customs Moderniza- 
tion) of the North American Free Trade Agreement Implementation 
Act (Pub. L. 103-182, 107 Stat. 2057), this notice advises interested par- 
ties that Customs intends to revoke a ruling pertaining to the tariff clas- 
sification of the chemical compound triethylamine (CAS # 121-44~-8) 
under the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States (Anno- 


tated) (HTSUSA). Comments are invited on the correctness of the pro- 
posed ruling. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or before June 12, 1998. 


ADDRESS: Written comments (preferably in triplicate) are to be ad- 
dressed to U.S. Customs Service, Office of Regulations and Rulings, 
Attention: Commercial Rulings Division, 1300 Pennsylvania Avenue, 


N.W., Washington, D.C. 20229. Comments submitted may be inspected 
at the same address. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Michael McManus, 
General Classification Branch, (202) 927-2346. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
BACKGROUND 

Pursuant to section 625(c)(1), Tariff Act of 1930 (19 US.C. 
1625(c)(1)), as amended by section 623 of Title VI (Customs Moderniza- 
tion) of the North American Free Trade Agreement Implementation 
Act (Pub. L. 103-182, 107 Stat. 2057), this notice advises interested par- 
ties that Customs intends to revoke a ruling pertaining to the tariff clas- 
sification of triethylamine (CAS # 121-44-8). 

In New York Ruling Letter (NY) B87479, issued on July 24, 1997, 
Customs ruled that triethylamine was classified under subheading 
2921.19.6000, HTSUSA, a residual provision for amine-function com- 
pounds: acyclic monoamines and their derivatives; salts thereof: other: 
other: other. NY B87479 is set forth in “Attachment A” to this document. 

Upon review of this ruling, Customs has discovered an error in the 
classification of triethylamine. This product should have been classified 
in subheading 2921.19.1000, HTSUSA, which provides for amine-func- 
tion compounds: acyclic monoamines and their derivatives; salts there- 
of: other: mono- and triethylamines. This compound is specifically 
provided for by name in this subheading. 

Customs intends to revoke NY B87479 to reflect the proper classifica- 
tion of triethylamine. Before taking this action, we will give consider- 
ation to any written comments timely received. Proposed 


Headquarters Ruling Letter (HQ) 961029, revoking NY B87479, is set 
forth as “Attachment B” to this document. 

Claims for detrimental reliance under section 177.9, Customs Regu- 
lations (19 CFR 177.9), will not be entertained for actions occurring on 
or after the date of publication of this notice. 


Dated: April 22, 1998. 


MARVIN AMERNICK 
(for John Durant, Director, 
Commercial Rulings Division.) 


[Attachments] 
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[ATTACHMENT A] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
US. Customs SERVICE, 
New York, NY, July 24, 1997. 
CLA-2-29:RR:NC:2:240 B87479 
Category: Classification 
Tariff No. 2921.19.6000 
JOSEPH J. CHIVINI 
TIN CHEMICAL COMPANY, IN¢ 
565 Barc lay Boulevard 
suffalo Grove, IL 60089-4537 
The tariff classification of Triethylamine (CAS # 121-44-8) from Japan 
DEAR Mk. CHIVINI 

In your letter dated July 2, 1997, you requested a tariff classification ruling. 

The applicable subheading for Triethylamine will be 2921.19.6000, Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States (HTS), which provides for amine-function compounds: 
acyclic monoamines and their derivatives; salts thereof: other: mono- and triethylamines; 
mono-di-, and tri(propyl- and butyl-) monoamines; salts of any of the foregoing: other: 
other. The rate of duty will be 7.1 percent ad valorem 

his ruling is being issued under the provisions of Part 177 of the Customs Regulations 
(19 C.ER. 177) 

A copy of the ruling or the control number indicated above should be provided with the 
entry documents filed at the time this merchandise is imported. If you have any questions 
regarding the ruling, contact National Import Specialist Stephanie Joseph at 
212-466-5768 

GWENN KLEIN KIRSCHNER 
Chief, Special Products Branch, 
National Commodity Specialist Division. 


| ATTACHMENT B] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY. 
US. CusTOMS SERVICE 
Washington, DC. 
CLA-2 RR:CR:GC 961029 MGM 
Category: Classification 


Tariff No. 2921.19.1000 
Mr. JOSEPH J. CHIVINI 


AUSTIN CHEMICAL COMPANY, INC 
1565 Barclay Boulevard 
Buffalo Grove, IL 60089-4537 
Re: Triethylamine (CAS # 121-44-8); NY B87479. 
DEAR Mk. CHIVINI 
This office has determined that New York Ruling Letter (NY) B87479, issued to you on 
July 24, 1997, concerning the tariff classification of triethylamine (CAS # 121-44-8), isin 
error. Therefore, this ruling revokes NY B87479. 
Facts: 


In NY B87479, the Customs National Commodity Specialists Division ruled that triethy- 
lamine would be properly classified under subheading 2921.19.6000, Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States (Annotated) (HTSUSA), which provides for amine-function 
compounds: acyclic monoamines and their derivatives; salts thereof: other: other: other. 

Upon review of this ruling, Customs has discovered an error in the classification of trie- 
thylamine. This product should have been classified in subheading 2921.19.1000, HTSU- 
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SA, which provides for amine-function compounds: acyclic monoamines and their 
derivatives; salts thereof: other: mono- and triethylamines 


Issue: 


Whether triethylamine is classified in subheading 2921.19.1000, HTSUSA, or in the re- 
sidual provision, subheading 2921.19.6000, HTSUSA. 
Law and Analysis: 

Merchandise imported into the United States is classified under the HTSUSA. Tariff 
classification is governed by the principles set forth in the General Rules of Interpretation 
(GRIs) and, in the absence of special language or context which requires otherwise, by the 
Additional U.S. Rules of Interpretation. The GRIs and the Additional U.S. Rules of Inter- 
pretation are part of the HTSUSA and are to be considered statutory provisions of law for 
all purposes. 

GRI 1 requires that classification be determined first according to the terms of the head- 
ings of the tariff schedule and any relative section or chapter notes and, unless otherwise 
required, according to the remaining GRIs taken in their appropriate order. GRI6 requires 
that the classification of goods in the subheadings of headings shall be determined accord- 
ing tothe terms of those subheadings, any related subheading notes and mutatis mutandis, 
to the GRIs. GRI 3(a) states that where goods are classifiable under two or more headings, 
the heading which provides the most specific description shall be preferred to headings pro- 
viding a more general description. 

This matter is governed by GRI 6, in that the choice in classification is between two sub- 
headings at the 8—igit level. Simply stated, anamed provision is always more specific than 
a residual or “other” provision. Therefore, GRI 3(a), applied through GRE 6, requires the 
choice of subheading 2921.19.1000, HTSUSA, as the preferred more specific provision. It 
therefore follows that triethylamine is classifiable under subheading 2921.19.1000, 
HTSUSA. 


Holding: 


Triethylamine is classified in subheading 2921.19.1000, HTSUSA, with a general 1998 
column one duty rate of 3.7% ad valorem. 
NY B87479 is revoked. 
JOHN DURANT, 
Director, 
Commercial Rulings Division 


PROPOSED REVOCATION OF RULING LETTER RELATING TO 
TARIFF CLASSIFICATION OF AN ARTICLE IDENTIFIED AS A 
“SNOOPY PLAY SET” 


AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, Department of the Treasury. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed revocation of tariff classification ruling 
letter. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 625(c)(1), Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 
1625(c)(1)), as amended by section 623 of Title VI (Customs Moderniza- 
tion) of the North American Free Trade Agreement Implementation 
Act (Pub. L. 103-182, 107 Stat. 2057), this notice advises interested par- 
ties that Customs intends to revoke a ruling pertaining to the tariff clas- 
sification of an article known as a “Snoopy Play Set” under the 
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States (HTSUS). Comments 
are invited on the correctness of the proposed ruling. 
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DATE: Comments must be received on or before June 12, 1998. 


ADDRESS: Written comments (preferably in triplicate) are to be ad- 
dressed to U.S. Customs Service, Office of Regulations and Rulings, 
Attention: Commercial Rulings Division, 1300 Pennsylvania Avenue, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20229. Comments submitted may be inspected 
at the same address. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mary Beth McLough- 
lin, General Classification Branch (202) 927-2404 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
BACKGROUND 

Pursuant to section 625(c)(1), Tariff Act of 19380 (19 U.S.C. 
1625(c)(1)), as amended by section 623 of Title VI (Customs Moderniza- 
tion) of the North American Free Trade Agreement Implementation 
Act (Pub. L. 103-182, 107 Stat. 2057), this notice advises interested par- 
ties that Customs intends to revoke a ruling pertaining to the tariff clas- 
sification of an article known as a “Snoopy Play Set.” It consists of a 
“Snoopy” plush dog packaged together with a seven-inch high plastic 
carrying case shaped and decorated like “Snoopy’s” doghouse. The case 
will be constructed of padded paperboard coated with a vinyl material 
which will be die-cut and heat-sealed. The material on the front of the 
case will have “Snoopy’s” name over a drawn entryway with a drawing 
of “Snoopy” sitting in front of the entryway. On one of the longer sides 
of the case, a dog dish and the character “Woodstock” will be drawn. The 


“roof” of the doghouse will lift open from one side so that the plush dog 
may be placed inside. When closed, the “roof” will be secured to the side 
of the structure by a Velcro-like material. Finally the “roof” will have a 
vinyl link strap for carrying. The carrying case is intended for carrying 
the plush toy. Both articles will be imported together and sold as a set. 
Neither will be sold separately. Comments are invited on the correct- 
ness of the proposed ruling. 

In New York Ruling Letter (NYRL) B83149 dated March 21, 1997, 
Customs determined that the “Snoopy Play Set” was not a set for tariff 
purposes and the individual articles were classifiable separately under 
subheadings of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States 
(HTSUS), which described each individual article. NYRL B83149 is set 
forth as Attachment A to this document. 

The term “toy” is not defined in the HTSUS. However, in understand- 
ing the language of the HTSUS, the Explanatory Notes (ENs) of the 
Harmonized Commodity Description and Coding System may be utili- 
zed. The ENs, although not dispositive or legally binding, provide a 
commentary on the scope of each heading, and are generally indicative 
of the proper interpretation of the HTSUS. See, T.D. 89-80, 54 Fed. Reg. 
35127 (August 23, 1989). The ENs to Chapter 95 state, in pertinent 
part, that “[t]his Chapter covers toys of all kinds whether designed for 
the amusement of children or adults.” Although not set forth as a defini- 
tion of “toys,” we have interpreted the just-quoted passage from the 
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ENs as equating “toys” with articles “designed for the amusement of 
children or adults,” although we believe such design must be corrobo- 
rated by evidence of the articles’ principal use. 

Customs believes that the application of the factors enumerated in 
United States v. Carborundum Company, 63 CCPA 98, C.A.D. 1172, 536 
F. 2d 373 (1976), cert. denied, 429 U.S. 979, for determining whether an 
article falls within a particular class or kind of good, confirms that the 
“Snoopy Play Set” is a toy. As such, “Snoopy Play Set” is classifiable as a 
toy set for tariff purposes. Therefore, Customs intends to revoke NYRL 
B83149 to reflect the proper classification of the “Snoopy Play Set” un- 
der subheading 9503.70.00, HTSUS, which provides for “[o]ther toys; 
reduced-size (“scale”) models and similar recreational models, working 
or not; puzzles of all kinds; parts and accessories thereof: [o|ther toys, 
put up in sets or outfits, and parts and accessories thereof.” Proposed 
Headquarters Ruling Letter 960465 revoking NYRL B83149 is set forth 
in Attachment B to this document. 

Claims for detrimental reliance under section 177.9, Customs Regu- 
lations (19 CFR 177.9), will not be entertained for actions occurring on 
or after the date of publication of this notice. 


Dated: April 22, 1998. 


MARVIN AMERNICK, 
(for John Durant, Director, 
Commercia! Rulings Division.) 
[Attachments] 


[ATTACHMENT A] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY. 
U.S. CusTOMS SERVICE 
New York, NY, March 21, 1997. 
CLA-2-95:RR:NC:2:224 B83149 
Category: Classification 


Tariff No. 4202.22. 1500 and 9503.41.0010 
CINDY HAZLETT 


APPLAUSE INC 

6101 Variel Ave. 

PO. Box 4183 

Woodland Hills, CA 91365-4183 


Re: The tariff classification of a plush Snoopy dog, and a handbag in the shape of a dog 
house’from China. 


DEAR Ms. HAZLETT 

In your letter dated March 07, 1997, you requested a tariff classification ruling. 

You are requesting the tariff classification ofa plush stuffed Snoopy dog which comesina 
plastic case in the shape of a dog house. This article consists of a plush stuffed dog repre- 
senting the Peanuts character, Snoopy, and a plastic dog house case. The case is 
constructed ofa hard frame covered by plastic sheeting The case has a top flap with a velcro 
closure, and a plastic carrying strap for the hand. The “dog house” is considered to be a 
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child’s novelty handbag. It is of a kind similar to those of Heading 4202 of the Harmonized 
Tariff Schedule of the United States (HTS), and is classifiable in that heading. 

The applicable subheading for the stuffed Snoopy dog will be 9503.41.0010, Harmonized 
Tariff Schedule of the United States (HTS), which provides for toys representing animals 
or non-human creatures * * * stuffed toys and parts and accessories thereof. The rate of 
duty will be free 

The applicable subheading for the novelty child’s handbag will be 4202.22. 1500, Harmo- 
nized Tariff Schedule of the United States (HTS), which provides for handbags, * * * with 
outer surface of sheeting of plastic. The rate of duty is 18.8 percent ad valorem. 

This ruling is being issued under the provisions of Part 177 of the Customs Regulations 
(19 C.ER. 177). 

A copy of the ruling or the control number indicated above should be provided with the 
entry documents filed at the time this merchandise is imported. If you have any questions 
regarding the ruling, contact National Import Specialist Thomas A. McKenna at 
212-466-5475 


GWENN KLEIN KIRSCHNER, 
Chief, Special Products Branch, 
National Commodity Specialist Division. 


[ATTACHMENT B] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
US. Customs SERVICE, 
Washington, DC. 
CLA-2 RR:CR:GC 960465 MMC 
Category: Classification 
Tariff No. 9503.70.00 
Ms. Cinpy HAZLeTT, CHB 
INTERNATIONAL TRADE AND LOGISTICS 
APPLAUSE IN¢ 
6101 Variel Avenue 
PO Box 4183 
Woodland, Hills, CA 91365-4183 
Re: “Snoopy” Play Set; NYRL B83149. 
DEAR Ms. HAZLETT 
On April 29, 1997, you submitted a request for reconsideration of New York Ruling Let- 
ter (NYRL) B83149, which, based on a series of designs submitted to Customs, classified a 
plush dog under heading 9503, of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States 
(HTSUS) as a stuffed toy and a plastic coated doghouse-shaped carrying case in which the 
plush dog will be carried under heading 4202, HTSUS, as a handbag. A sample of an article 


with the exact same construction but with a “101 Dalmatians” theme, was submitted for 
our review. 


Facts: 

The merchandise is identified as a “Snoopy Play Set.” It will consist of a “Snoopy” plush 
dog packaged together with a seven-inch high plastic carrying case shaped and decorated 
like “Snoopy’s” doghouse. The case will be constructed of padded paperboard coated witha 
vinyl material which will be die-cut and heat-sealed. The material on the front of the case 
will have “Snoopy’s” name over a drawn entryway with a drawing of “Snoopy” sitting in 
front of the entryway. On one of the longer sides of the case, a dog dish and the character 
“Woodstock” will be drawn. The “roof” of the doghouse will lift open from one side so that 
the plush dog may be placed inside. When closed, the “roof” will be secured to the side of the 
structure by a Velcro-like material. Finally the “roof” will have a vinyl link strap for carry- 
ing. The carrying case is being designed for the carrying of the plush toy. Both articles will 
be imported together and sold as a set. Neither will be sold separately. 
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Issue: 


Whether the articles comprising the “Snoopy Play Set” are classifiable as a toy set for 
tariff purposes. 


Law and Analysis: 


Classification under the HTSUS is made in accordance with the General Rules of Inter- 
pretation (GRI’s). The systematic detail of the HTSUS is such that virtually all goods are 
classified by application of GRI 1, that is, according to the terms of the headings of the tariff 
schedule and any relative Section or Chapter Notes. In the event that the goods cannot be 
classified solely on the basis of GRI 1, and if the headings and legal notes do not otherwise 
require, the remaining GRI’s may then be applied. The subheadings under consideration 
are as follows: 


4202.22.15 Handbags with outer surface or sheeting of plastic 
9503.41.10 Other toys representing animals or non-human creatures, stuffed toys 
9503.70 Other toys; reduced-size (“scale”) models and similar recreational mod- 
els, working or not; puzzles of all kinds; parts and accessories thereof: 
Other toys, put up in sets or outfits, and parts and accessories thereof 
Note 1(1) of Chapter 42, HTSUS, states that: “[t]his chapter does not cover: * * * [a]rticles 
of chapter 95 (for example, toys, games, sports equipment.)” Therefore, we must first de- 
termine whether the “Snoopy Play Set” is classifiable as a “toy set” for tariff purposes. If 
so, it is excluded from classification in heading 4202. 

The term “toy” is not defined in the HTSUS. However, in understanding the language of 
the HTSUS, the Explanatory Notes (ENs) of the Harmonized Commodity Description and 
Coding System may be utilized. The ENs, although not dispositive or legally binding, pro- 
vide acommentary on the scope of each heading, and are generally indicative of the proper 
interpretation of the HTSUS. See, T.D. 89-80, 54 Fed. Reg. 35127 (August 23, 1989). 

The ENs to Chapter 95 state, in pertinent part, that “|t|]his Chapter covers toys of all 
kinds whether “designed for the amusement of children or adults.” Although not set forth 
as adefinition of “toys,” we have interpreted the just-quoted passage from the ENsas equa- 
ting “toys” with articles “designed for the amusement of children or adults,” although we 
believe such design must be corroborated by evidence of the articles’ principal use. 

When the classification of an article is determined with reference to its principal use, 
Additional U.S. Rule of Interpretation 1(a), HTSUS, provides that, in the absence of special 
language or context which otherwise requires, such use is to be determined in accordance 
with the use in the United States at, or immediately prior to, the date of importation, of 
goods of that class or kind to which the imported goods belong, and the controlling use is the 
principal use. In other words, the article’s principal use at the time of importation deter- 
mines whether it is classifiable within a particular class or kind. 

While Additional U.S. Rule of Interpretation 1(a), HTSUS, provides general criteria for 
discerning the principal use of an article, it does not provide specific criteria for individual 
tariff provisions. However, the U.S. Court of International Trade (CIT) has provided fac- 
tors, which are indicative but not conclusive, to apply when determining whether mer- 
chandise falls within a particular class or kind. They include: general physical 
characteristics, the expectation of the ultimate purchaser, channels of trade, environment 
of sale (accompanying accessories, manner of advertisement and display), use in the same 
manner as merchandise which defines the class, economic practicality of so using the im- 
port, and recognition in the trade of this use. United States v. Carborundum Company, 63 
CCPA 98, C.A.D. 1172, 536 F. 2d 373 (1976), cert. denied, 429 U.S. 979. 

The general physical characteristics of the “Snoopy Play Set,” mainly the doghouse 
shape of the handbag together with both of the components’ “Snoopy” theme, indicates 
that the articles will be principally used as a toy. Moreover, although no specific activity 
theme has been stated, it appears that the articles will be used in the same manner as toys 
because it appears that the articles are intended for use in a play activity that involves 
“Snoopy” being carried around and placed in and out of his “doghouse.” Pretending that 
the carrying case is either a doghouse or a pet carrier by putting “Snoopy” in the bag, carry- 
ing him around, and then unpacking him, impartsa recognizable and significant amount of 
play value to both the components. As such, the components appear to be intended to 
occupy the user in a pleasant or enjoyable (i.e., amusing) way, allowing the user to employ 
imagination and creativity to create different “play scenarios” for “Snoopy” and his “dog- 
house.” 
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The ENs for heading 95.03 provide, in pertinent part, that: 


[clollections of articles, the individual items of which if presented separately would be 
classified in other headings in the Nomenclature, are classified in this Chapter when 
they are put up in a form clearly indicating their use as toys (e.g., instructional toys 
such as chemistry, sewing, etc., sets). 


With respect to toy sets, the ENs for subheading 9503.70 provide, in pertinent part, that: 


“[s]ets” are two or more different types of articles (principally for amusement), put up 
in the same packing for retail sale without repacking. Simple accessories or objects of 
minor importance intended to facilitate the use of the articles may also be included. 


It is Customs position that “toys put up in sets or outfits” (subheading 9503.70) is an eo 
nomine provision denoting a clearly identifiable class or kind of goods. Consequently, goods 
may be classified in subheading 9503.70 pursuant to GRI 1, and recourse to the other 
GRI’s, particularly the provisions of GRI 3 relating to sets, is unnecessary. See, e.g., Head- 
quarters Ruling Letters (HRL) 086407 of March 22, 1990, HRL 086330 of May 14, 1990, 
and HRL 950700 dated August 25, 1993. Such sets typically contain complementary ar- 
ticles intended for use together, rather than individually, to provide amusement. However, 
there is no requirement that the component of the set only be capable of use together, and 
the ability of one or more of the components to be used individually does not disqualify clas- 
sification as a toy set. It is sufficient that the components of the toy set possess a clear nexus 
which contemplates a use together to amuse. 

Because the “Snoopy Play Set’s” components combine two complete articles, a plush dog 
and a dog-shaped handbag, which are intended for use together to occupy the user in a 
pleasant or enjoyable (i.e., amusing) way, the “Snoopy Play Set” meets the requirements 
for classification as a toy set. We note that in HRL 957894 dated December 14, 1995, we 
indicated that an article identified as “Tattoo Graphix” was not classifiable as a toy set be- 
cause a single component of the set, the carrying case, predominated over the other set 
components. Such analysis was applied to the “Snoopy Play Set” in NYRL B83149. Fur- 
ther review of the HTSUS and the ENs disclose no basis for imposing such a rule. Inas- 
muchasany finding ofacomponent’s predominance would have noimpact ona finding that 
the components together constitute a collection of articles designed and principally used 
for amusement, we have determined this rule to be inappropriate. A proposal to revoke 
HRL 957894 was published on April 15, 1998, in Vol. 32 CustoMs BULLETIN No. 15. As a 
result of finding the “Snoopy Play Set” to be a toy set properly classified in Chapter 95, 
classification of the articles elsewhere in the HTSUS is precluded. 


Holding: 


The “Snoopy Play Set” is classified in subheading 9503.70.00, HTSUS, the provision for 
“lo]ther toys; reduced-size (“scale”) models and similar recreation models, working or not; 
puzzles ofall kinds; parts and accessories thereof: [o]ther toys, put up in sets or outfits, and 
parts and accessories thereof,” with a general 1998 column one duty rate of free. 

NYRL B83149 is revoked. 

JOHN DURANT, 
Director, 
Commercial Rulings Division. 
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